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Reagan to Revpke Fi ihdihg bn-SaIe of Am1s to.

Item No. 2

! ByGERALDM. BOYD

i Special to The New York Times
WASHINGTON, March 8 — Presi-

dent Reagan is preparing to revoke the

intelligence finding that authorizes the

arms sales to Iran amid a White House

review of all such findings that author-

The step is seen
as an effortto -
‘admit a mistake.

| resort to the Fifth ‘Amendment.

‘ guest was in response to an article Sun-

ize continuing covert actions, officials
gaid today. :

Mr. Reaganis to revoke the
Jan. 17, 1986 intelligence finding later
this month. The move would show that
he was continuing to try to eliminate
the adverse effects of his Iran initiative
and to acknowledge that the policy had
' been a mistake.

The finding justified the Iran policy
{nitiative as an attempt to establish a
more moderate government in Iran, to
obtain intelligence on the current Tehe-
ran regime, to further the release of
American hostages held in Lebanon
and to prevent future terrorist acts.
But the Presidential panel said in its
report on the Iran-contra affair that
the initiative had quickly become an
arms-for-hostage exchange.

Policy No Longer in Effect

While officials said that some actions
taken by the President in recent weeks
have superseded the Jan. 17, 1986 find-
ing, the formal revocation would indi-
cate that the Iran policy initiative was
no longer in effect. The action would
also eliminate the policy rationale for
the Iran initiative, which was criticized
recently by the Tower Commission re-

‘port, named after the panel's chair-
_man, former Senator John Tower, Re-

jpublican of Texas.

‘were signed during the Carter Admin-

“Jt’s dying a rapid death,” a senior
White House official said of the finding.

The officials said that Mr. Reagan
had been moving to revoke the order
since he instructed the National Se-
curity Council staff to refrain from
covert actions following Attorney Gen-
eral Edwin Meese 3d's disclosure that

profits from the arms sales had been|

diverted to Nicaragaun insurgents.

They said that the review of all intel-
ligence fndings was begun shortly after
Frank C. Carlucci became national se-
curity adviser late last year. The
examination of the Iran arms sales
finding was near completion, the offi-
cials said, and Mr. Carlucci would
recommend the finding be revoked. -

The White House announced the re-
view following questions early today on
the status on the Jan. 17 finding. In a
statement later, it said: “All intelli-
gence findings are currently undergo-
ing review through an orderly process.
The Jan. 17, 1986, intelligence finding
will be reviewed shortly as part of that
process.” - .

The statement said that the Jan. 17
authorization was only ‘‘technically in
effect at this time” having been “sub-
stantially superseded’” when Mr. Rea
gan announced Nov. 17 that he had ‘“ab-
solutely no plans’’ to “send more arms
to Iran.”

Carter Administration Findings

White House officials have refused to
discuss the contents of the other classi-
fied intelligence findings, but a senior
official at the Central Intelligence
Agency said in an interview recently
that about half of those in existence

istration. . .

In a related move today, the White
House renewed Mr. Reagan’s request
of Dec. 16 for the Congress to grant lim-

| an'unnamed “source close to the Presi

ited immunity to two of the key players
in the Iran-contra affair in the hope
that they will testify. The two, Vice
Adm. John M. Poindexter, the former
national security adviser, and Lieut.
Col. Oliver 'L. North, declined in
December to answer questions before
the Senate Select Committee on Intelli-
gence, invoking their Constitutional

right against self-incrimination.

Mr. Reagan had asked that the two
be granted ‘“use immunity,” whic}hl

would, however, prevent prosecuto 1
from using that testimony agains
them in criminal proceedings.

The restatement of Mr. Réagan’s ré

ay in The Washington Post that cited

dent” as asserting that the White
House anticipated that Admiral Poin-
dexter “will say that he had direction
and authority, directly or indirectly"
from the President — in contrast to Mr.—

Reagan’s claim that he was unaware
that proceeds from the Iran arms sales,
went to Nicaraguan insurgents. -,
In addition to the President, the Sen-

ate Select Committee on Intelligence,
and the special Presidential commis-.
sion reviewing the secret dealings have |
said there was no evidence contradict--
ing Mr. Reagan’s claim. Neither panel,
however, interviewed Admiral Poin-
dexter or Colonel North.

Maureen Reagan’s Opinion

Speaking to reporters following a’
meeting with the President today, his
daughter Maureen said the two mili-
tary officers were guilty of treason and -
should be court-martialed if they had
lied to Mr. Reagan, the Commander in
Chief. .

“Because by omission or commis-
sion, they did not tell the President
what they were doing and that’s a lie,”
she said. She said she had expressed.
that view to Mr. Reagan and that he-
had responded by saying ‘“Uh-huh.”

The President’s daughter and other..
White House officials said that they did
not believe that Mr. Reagan could have-
endorsed the diversion of funds to the
rebels and not remembered. He has
said that he was unable to recal.
whether he approved the first ship-
ment of arms to Iran last summer be--
fore or after the fact.

“What he doesn’t remember Iis
whether he said yes the day before ft.
was done or was told it was done yes-*'
terday, and that’s the time frame and .
that's the only thing,” Maureen Rea- -
gan said. ‘“He cannot remember and . .
there are no notes on that.”
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A Question of Intelligence =~
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1T specialioTheNewYorkTimes L G-
“WASHINGTON, March 9 — One of the issues raised

[ IR
B

§by the Tower Commission in its report on the Iran arms -

‘affair was that the Central Intelligence Agency, in updat-
Ing a Special National Intelligence Estimate on Iran in
‘May of 1885, went beyond its legitimate role of providing
‘mtelligence to the President and other high Government
"officials. The report said that Howard Teicher and Don-
-ald Fortier, then of the White House National Security
‘Council staff, had asked the C.LA. for the update to see
swhether there was some way military support of some
'kind could blunt Soviet influence in Iran, and suggested-
.ghat the intelligence agency came closer than it should
have to giving the N.S.C. operators the policy answers
they were looking for. The C.LA. vigorously disputes the
‘suggest Following are excerpts from the report and
Arom a letter from-Robert M. Gates on this subject: =~
¢ Excerpt from the Tower Commission Report, Part
.Y, recommendation 5, Feb. 26: - o

i

3. ‘The National Security Council staff was actively in-
‘wolved in the preparation of the May 20, 1985 update to
the Special National Intelligence Estimate on Iran. Itisa
:matter for concern if this involvement and the strong
‘views of N.S.C. staff members were allowed to influence
ithe intelligence judgments contained in the update. It is

_ tcritical that the line between intelligence and advocacy-
‘of a particular policy be preserved if intelligence is to re-

tain s integrity and perforgyjts propet function. In mﬁv

STAT

e s d 4;”;?;{{”\' R _f:. BT

Tuesday, 10 March 1987
Item No. 3 -

P

t
i
-
"
<
:
- o)

s

ew ey

instance, the C.LA. came close enough to the line to war-
rantconcern. | S : .
. Excerpt from a letter to David L. Boren, chairmyn
of the Senate intelligence committee, from Robert M.
tes, Acting Director of Central Intelligence, March 2

"\ Allegation: That C.LA. colluded with N.S.C. officigls
. in preparation of the May 1985 Estimate on Iran to reafh

specific conclusions, - L ¢
- “Fact: Officials at State, Department of Defense agd
N.S.C. pften request preparation of estimates and Bst

questions they would like to have addressed. In this cage,

_as with other estimates, while the National Security

Council requested the paper, it was not involved in draft-

ing nor was it allowed to participate in the interagenfy

intelligence coordination of the draft. There were no dis-

- .sents to the Estimate from any agency. The indeperfd-
“ence and integrity of the intelligence process were pge-
served throughout. This can be
‘corroborated. . . .Finally, I might note that a 1

dentty
Sendle
Select Committee on Intelligence report on Intelligenee

"estimates recommended that “once the production of in-

telligence reporting has begun, the National Intelligende
Officer or other appropriate official should consult regu-

“larly with the principal consumer to insure that the c¢h-

cept paper, terms of reference or other guidance agd-

- dress the appropriate question. This is particularly jm-

portant gjth respect to unschggled product.” sy’
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CIA AND THE UNIVERSITY

Robert M. Gates
Deputy Director for Intelligence
| Central Intelligence Agency

Speech at the
-+ -John F. Kennedy School of Government
Harvard University

13 February 1986
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